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The  following  notices  of  judgment  relate  to  eases  arising  in  the  United  States 
District  Courts  and  are  approved  for  publication  as  provided  in  section  6  of 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (7  U.S^LUJftd) . 

B.  T.  Shaw 
Administrator 

Washington,  D.C.,  November  27, 1964 

486.  Lack  of  registration  of  "CHAPERONE  REPEL-O-ROPE,"  "CHAPERONE 

OUTDOOR  REPELLENT,"  and  "CHAPERONE  INDOOR  REPELLENT." 
U.S.  v.  22  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "CHAP- 
ERONE REPEL-O-ROPE,"  68  six-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a 
product  labeled  in  part,  "CHAPERONE  OUTDOOR  REPELLENT,"  and 
284  four  and  one-half  ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled 
in  part,  "CHAPERONE  INDOOR  REPELLENT."  Default  decree  of  con- 
demnation, forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  529.  I.D.  Nos. 
43526,  43527,  43528.) 

The  products  "CHAPERONE  REPEL-O-ROPE/'  "CHAPERONE  OUTDOOR 
REPELLENT,"  and  "CHAPERONE  INDOOR  REPELLENT,"  were  not  regis- 
tered under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  April  24,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecticut, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
22  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "CHAPERONE  REPEL- 
O-ROPE,"  68  six-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part, 
"CHAPERONE  OUTDOOR  REPELLENT,"  and  284  four  and  one-half  ounce 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "CHAPERONE  INDOOR 
REPELLENT,"  at  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  and  alleging  that  the  products  were 
economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  February  11, 
1963,  by   Sudbury  Laboratory,  from   Sudbury,   Mass..  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  July  29,  1963.  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture and  destruction  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered 
to  destroy  the  products. 

487.  Lack  of  registration  of  "AVA-KIL  WITH  IRRITANT  NO.  7109."    U.S.  v. 

1  drum,  containing  55  gallons,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part, 
"AVA-KIL  WITH  IRRITANT  NO.  7109."  Default  decree  of  condem- 
nation, forfeiture  and  destruction.    (I.F.  &  R.  No.  546.    I.D.  No.  43484.) 

The  product  "AVA-KIL  WITH  IRRITANT  NO.  7109,"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  July  1,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Indiana,  Indianapolis  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  United   States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  s'eizure  for 
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condemnation  and  confiscation  of  1  drum,  containing  55  gallons,  more  or  less, 
of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "AVA-KIL  IRRITANT  NO.  7109,"  at  Richmond, 
Ind.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate  on  or  about  March  27,  1963,  by  the  ArChem  Corporation, 
from  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  September  9,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture  and  destruction  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be 
destroyed. 

488.  Lack  of  registration  of  "SNAKE-STOP."    U.S.  v.  40  one-pound  containers, 

more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "SNAKE-STOP."  Default  de- 
cree of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  564. 
I.D.  No.  44513.) 

The  product  "SNAKE-STOP"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecti- 
cide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  September  6,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  40  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part 
"SNAKE-STOP,"  at  Boston,  Mass.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  eco- 
nomic poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  August  5,  1963, 
by  Animal  Repellents,  Inc.,  from  Griffin,  Ga.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  October  21,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture  and  destruction  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United 
States  Marshal  destroy  the  product. 

489.  Lack  of  registration  of  "SNAKE-STOP."    U.S.  o.  232  one-pound  containers, 

more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "SNAKE-STOP."  Default  de- 
cree of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction,  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  573. 
I.D.  No.  42877.) 

The  product  "SNAKE-STOP"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecti- 
cide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  October  18,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri,  Eastern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  232  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled 
in  part  "SNAKE-STOP,"  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an 
economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  July  23, 
1963,  by  Animal  Repellents,  Inc.,  from  Griffin,  Ga.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  January  24,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture  and  destruction  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United 
States  Marshal  destroy  the  product. 

490.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "CALMAL  7.5."    U.S.  v.  39  one- 

gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "CALMAL 
7.5."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F. 
&  R.  No.  568.    I.D.  No.  44176.) 

The  product  "CALMAL  7.5"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  product  showed  that 
the  labels  borne  by  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required 
by  the  act. 

On  September  26,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  California,  Central  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for 
condemnation  and  confiscation  of  39  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a 
product  labeled  in  part,  "CALMAL  7.5,"  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and  alleging 
that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate 
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on  or  about  May  24,  1963,  by  American  Calmal  Corporation,  from  Hialeah,  Fla., 
in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingre- 
dient, together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product, 
or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active 
ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert 
ingredients,  in  the  product. 

On  October  28,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

491.  Lack  of  registration,  lack  of  required  information  on  the  labels,  and  mis- 

branding of  "CMPP-2(4-CHLORO-2-METHYL-PHENOXY)  PROPIONIC 
ACID."    U.S.  v.  4  five-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled 

in  part  "CMPP-2(4-CHLORO-2-METHYL-PHENOXY)  PROPIONIC 
ACID."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction. 
(I.F.  &  R.  No.  574.    I.D.  No.  42186.) 

The  product  "CMPP-2(4-CHLORO-2-METHYL-PHENOXY)  PROPIONIC 
ACID,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Ro- 
denticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed 
to  the  containers  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  or  directions  for  use. 

On  October  IS,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Michigan,  Southern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for 
condemnation  and  confiscation  of  4  five-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a 
product  labeled  in  part  "CMPP-2(4-CHLORO-2-METHYL-PHENOXY)  PROPI- 
ONIC ACID,"  at  Farmington,  Mich.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  eco- 
nomic poison  which  had  been  imported  on  or  about  September  6,  1963,  from 
May  &  Baker  (Canada)  Limited,  Montreal,  Quebec,  Canada,  in  violation  of 
the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  borne  by  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient 
statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together 
with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the 
alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient, 
together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients, 
in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  neces- 
sary and.  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

On  December  2,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

492.  Lack  erf  required  information  on  the  label  and  misbranding  of  "ALGAE- 

RID.  '  U.S.  v.  149  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  la- 
beled in  part  "ALGAE-RID."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture 
and  destruction.    (I.F.  &  R.  No.  567.    I.D.  No.  42360.) 

An  examination  of  the  product  "ALGAE-RID"  showed  that  the  labels  affixed 
to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement,  adequate 
directions  for  use.  or  a  warning  or  caution  statement. 

On  September  26,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  149 
one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "ALGAE-RID," 
at  Portland.  Oregon,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  June  25,  1963,  by  Pacific  Chemical 
Co.,  from  Seattle,  Wash.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  borne  by  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  state- 
ment giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with 
the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative, 
an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with 
the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are 
necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  label  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which 
may  be  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living 
man  or  other  vertebrate  animals. 

On  December  13,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

493.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "CYCLO  FORMULA  HM  PASTE 
WAX."  U.S.  v.  70  one-quart  containers,  more  or  less,  36  one-half  gallon 
containers,  more  or  less,  and  6  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a 
product  labeled  in  part,  "CYCLO  FORMULA  HM  PASTE  WAX."  De- 
fault decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  release  to  a  charitable  in- 
stitution.    (I.F.  &  R.  No.  584.    I.D.  No.  42398.) 

The  product  "CYCLO  FORMULA  HM  PASTE  WAX"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of 
the  product  showed  that  the  labeling  bore  statements  which  were  false  and 
misleading  since  the  product  would  not  act  as  a  disinfectant  for  floors  as  claimed 
and  implied,  and  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  January  8,  1964,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  70 
one-quart  containers,  more  or  less,  36  one-half  gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  and 
6  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "CYCLO  FOR- 
MULA HM  PASTE  WAN,"  at  Portland,  Oregon,  and  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about 
September  27,  1963,  by  Coastal  Chemical  Co.,  from  Garfield,  N.J.,  in  violation 
of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

"CYCLO 
FORMULA 
PASTE  WAX 
H  M 

with  built-in  detergent 

cleans  as  it  waxes 

INCLUDES  SLIP  RESISTANT  FEATURES 
APPROYED  BY  UNDERWRITERS  LABS. 

Contains  Disinfectant 

FOR  ALL  TYPES  OF  FLOORS 

*  *  * 
DIRECTIONS  FOR  USE: 

Apply  thin,  even  coat  of  Formula  HM  with  steel  wool.  Brush  with  steel 
wool  or  polishing  brush.  For  ultra  high  lustre,  use  polishing  pad.  If 
floor  scuffs,  too  much  wax  has  been  applied.  Remove  excess  by  buffing 
with  dry  steel  wool. 
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FOR  USE  ON  ANY  KIND  OF  FLOOR 

NO  MORE  STRIPPING,  SCRUBBING,  MOPPING,  OR  RINSING. 

CLEANS  AND  WAX  AT  THE  SAME  TIME. 

ELIMINATES   MOPS  BUCKETS  SOAP  AND   WATER. 

SAVES  ON  MAINTENANCE. 

LASTS  LONGER. 

GOES  FURTHER. 

SHINES  BETTER 

EXTREMELY    ECONOMICAL. 

*     *     *» 

and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented  that 
the  product,  when  used  as  directed  on  floors,  would  act  as  a  disinfectant ; 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  on  floors,  would 
not  act  as  a  disinfectant. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of 
the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  state- 
ment giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each 
and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

On  February  24,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  dis- 
tribute the  product  to  a  charitable  institution  in  conformity  with  the  rules  and 
practice  usual  in  such  cases. 

494.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "BUR-CO  BIRD  REPELLENT." 

U.S.  v.  6  forty-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part  "BUR-CO  BIRD  REPELLENT."  Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture  and  destruction.    (I.F.  &  R.  No.  592.    I.D.  No.  44577.) 

The  product  "BUR-CO  BIRD  REPELLENT"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the 
product  showed  that  the  labels  borne  by  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient 
statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  or  about  January  27,  1964,  the  United  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizing  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  6  forty-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "BUR-CO 
BIRD  REPELLENT,"  at  Cumberland,  R.I.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was 
an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  Octo- 
ber 15,  1963,  by  the  Burr  Chemical  Company,  from  Rockford,  111.,  in  violation 
of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient, 
together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or, 
in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  in- 
gredient, together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  in- 
gredients, in  the  product. 

On  April  13,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

495.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "BUR-CO  BIRD  REPELLENT." 

U/.S.  v.  6  fortv-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part,  "BUR-CO  BIRD  REPELLENT."  Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture  and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  596.    I.D.  No.  44575.) 

The  product  "BUR-CO  BIRD  REPELLENT"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the 
products  showed  that  the  labels  borne  by  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient 
statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  March  10.  1964,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
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States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  6  forty-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "BUR- 
CO  BIRD  REPEDDANT,"  at  Providence,  R.I.,  and  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about 
September  9,  1963,  by  the  Burr  Chemical  Company,  from  Rockford,  111.,  in 
violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not 
bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active 
ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the 
product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each 
active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

On  April  13,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

496.  Lack  of  registration,  lack  of  required  information,  and  misbranding  of 

"BAN-O-BUG  DRY  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS."  U.S.  v.  47,  more 
or  less,  "BAN-O-BUG  DRY  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS."  Default 
decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  57S. 
LD.  No.  44701.) 

The  product  "BAN-O-BUG  DRY  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS"  was  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An 
examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of 
the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement,  a  statement  of  net  weight 
or  measure  of  the  contents,  or  a  warning  or  caution  statement  as  required  by 
the  act. 

On  November  1,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Nebraska, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
47,  more  or  less,  "BAN-O-BUG  DRY  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS,"  at 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had 
been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  May  14,  1963,  by  Double  M  &  J,  Inc., 
from  Wichita,  Kans.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on  its  outside  containers  or  wrappers  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  in- 
gredient, together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the 
product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each 
active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  on  its  outside  containers  or  wrappers  did  not  bear 
a  warning  or  caution  statement  which  may  be  necessary  and,  if  complied  with, 
adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man  or  other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on  its  outside  containers  or  wrappers  did  not  bear 
a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

On  December  18,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

497.  Lack  of  required  information  on  label,  misbranding  and  adulteration  of 

"STAUFFER  CHEMICALS  LINDANE  25-W."  U.S.  v.  238  one-pound 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "STAUFFER 
CHEMICALS  LINDANE  25-W."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  586.    LD.  No.  44508.) 

The  product  "STAUFFER  CHEMICALS  LINDANE  25-W"  was  misbranded 
and  adulterated  in  that  additional  substances,  namely  dichloro  diphenyl  trichloro- 
ethane  and  endrin  were  substituted  in  part  for  the  article  and  the  product  con- 
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tained  less  than  25%  of  the  gamma  isomer  of  benzene  hexachloride  (from 
lindane).  The  labeling  of  the  product  failed  to  bear  adequate  directions  for  use, 
or  an  adequate  warning  or  caution  statement  and  the  product  when  used  as 
directed  or  in  accordance  with  commonly  recognized  practice,  it  would  be 
injurious  to  living  man  or  other  vertebrate  animals. 

On  December  26,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  238  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "STAUF- 
FER  CHEMICALS  LINDANE  25-W"  at  West  Concord,  Mass.,  and  alleging  that 
the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or 
about  July  1,  1963,  by  Stauffer  Chemical  Company,  from  Bayonne,  N.J.,  in 
violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENT: 

Gamma  Isomer  of  Benzene  Hexachloride  (from  lindane) 25% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS  : 75% 


100% 

and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented  that 
the  product  contained  only  one  active  ingredient,  gamma  isomer  of  benzene  hexa- 
chloride (from  lindane),  and  that  the  product  contained  25%  of  the  gamma 
isomer  of  benzene  hexachloride  (from  lindane)  ;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact, 
the  product  contained  additional  active  ingredients,  namely  endrin  and  dichloro 
diphenyl  trichloroethane,  and  the  product  contained  less  than  25%  of  the  gamma 
isomer  of  benzene  hexachloride  (from  lindane). 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of 
quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling,  and  other  substances,  namely  dichloro 
diphenyl  trichloroethane  and  endrin,  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  neces- 
sary and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act  in  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with  commonly 
recognized  practice,  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  or  other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  label  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which  is 
necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man  or  other 
vertebrate  animals. 

On  July  20.  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

498.  Lack  of  registration  of  "DE-FLY-ER  INSECTICIDE  VAPORIZER"  units, 
and  "CHEMICAL  REFILL  FOR  DE-FLY-ER  AUTOMATIC  VAPOR- 
IZER," and  lack  of  required  information  and  misbranding  of  "DE-FLY- 
ER INSECTICIDE  VAPORIZER"  units.  U.S.  v.  4,  more  or  less,  "DE- 
FLY-ER  INSECTICIDE  VAPORIZER"  units  and  36  one-pound  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  of  "CHEMICAL  REFILL  FOR  DE-FLY-ER  AUTO- 
MATIC VAPORIZER."  Consent  decree  for  condemnation  and  destruc- 
tion.   (I.F.  &  R.  No.  585.    I.D.  No.  45701.) 

The  products  "DE-FLY-ER  INSECTICIDE  VAPORIZER"  units,  and  "CHEM- 
ICAL REFILL  FOR  DE-FLY-ER  AUTOMATIC  VAPORIZER,"  were  not  regis- 
tered under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  exam- 
ination of  the  "DE-FLY-ER  INSECTICIDE  VAPORIZER"  units  showed  that 
the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  state- 
ment or  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the 
containers. 
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On  December  19,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Wyoming, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  4, 
more  or  less.  "DE-FLY-ER  INSECTICIDE  VAPORIZER"  units,  and  36  one- 
ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "CHEMICAL  REFILL  FOR  DE-FLY-ER 
AUTOMATIC  VAPORIZER,"  at  Fort  Laramie,  Wyo.,  and  alleging  that  the  prod- 
ucts were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about 
March  26,  April  30,  May  14,  June  24,  and  July  12,  1963,  by  De-Bug-Er,  Inc.,  from 
Flint,  Mich.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  '"DE-FLY-ER  INSECTICIDE  VAPORIZER"  units 
were  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on  their  out- 
side containers  or  wrappers  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement 
giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  "DE-FLY-ER  INSECTICIDE  VAPORIZER" 
units  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on  the 
outside  containers  or  wrappers  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or 
measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

On  January  31,  1964,  a  consent  decree  for  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy  said  products  and  containers. 

499.  Lack  of  registration  of  "BAN-O-BUG  DRY  LINDANE  VAPORIZING 
UNITS"  and  "BAN-O-BUG  LINDANE  PELLETS"  and  lack  of  required 
information  and  misbranding  of  "BAN-O-BUG  DRY  LINDANE  VAPOR- 
IZING UNITS."  U..S.  v.  83,  more  or  less,  "BAN-O-BUG  DRY  LINDANE 
VAPORIZING  UNITS,"  and  39  cartons,  more  or  less,  containing  forty 
"BAN-O-BUG  LINDANE  PELLETS."  Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture  and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  577.    I.D.  Nos.  42899,  42900.) 

The  products  "BAN-O-BUG  DRY  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS"  and 
"BAN-O-BUG  LINDANE  PELLETS"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  "BAN-O- 
BUG  DRY  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS"  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement,  a  statement 
of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers,  or  a  warning  or 
caution  statement. 

On  November  5.  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Nebraska, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  83, 
more  or  less.  "BAN-O-BUG  DRY  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS."  and  39 
cartons,  more  or  less,  containing  forty  "BAN-O-BUG  DINDANE  PELLETS'.,  at 
Omaha.  Nebr..  and  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons  which  had 
been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  May  14,  1963,  by  Double  M  &  J,  Inc.,  from 
Wichita,  Kans.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  bv  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  "BAN-O-BUG  DRY  LINDANE  VAPORIZING 
UNITS"  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on 
their  outside  containers  or  wrappers  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giv- 
ing the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an 
ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with 
the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  "BAN-O-BUG  DRY  LINDANE  VAPORIZING 
UNITS"  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on  the 
outside  containers  or  wrappers  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or 
measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  "BAN-O-BUG  DRY  LINDANE  VAPORIZING 
UNITS"  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on 
the  outside  containers  or  wrappers  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement 
which  may  be  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to 
living  man  or  other  vertebrate  animals. 

On  December  30,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 
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500.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "ULTRA  LOW  FOAMING  DE- 

TERGENT FOR  WASHING  EGGS."  U.S.  v.  159  twenty-five  pound  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "ULTRA  LOW  FOAM- 
ING DETERGENT  FOR  WASHING  EGGS."  Consent  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  release  of  product  under  bond  for  purpose  of  relabeling. 
(I.F.  &  R.  No.  589.    I.D.  No.  44097.) 

The  product  "ULTRA  LOW  FOAMING  DETERGENT  FOR  WASHING 
EGGS,"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Ro- 
denticide  Act  and  an  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed 
to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required 
by  the  act. 

On  February  4,  1964,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  New 
Jersey,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confisca- 
tion of  159  twenty-five  pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part  "ULTRA  LOW  FOAMING  DETERGENT  FOR  WASHING  EGGS,"  at 
Freehold,  N.J.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had 
been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  July  2,  1963,  by  the  Camp  Chemical 
Company,  Inc.,  from  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  per- 
centage of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  in- 
gredient statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the 
name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

Camp  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  claimed  ownership  of  the 
product  for  the  purpose  of  relabeling  the  product  and  bringing  it  into  com- 
pliance with  the  act  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree. 
On  March  30,  1964,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered 
that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant. 

501.  Lack  of  registration  of  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN  ZINEB  SULFUR  3-6-50 

DUST,"  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN  ZINEB  2-6  DUST,"  "CP  BRAND  THIO- 
DAN ZINEB  SULFUR  2-6-50  DUST,"  "CP  BRAND  KELTHANE  3  DUST," 
"CP  BRAND  THIODAN  SULFUR  3-50  DUST,"  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN 
2EC,"  "MEWCO  BRAND  THIODAN  2EC,"  "CP  BRAND  MALATHION 
8  LB.  E.C.,"  "CP  BRAND  TOXAPHENE  8  LB.  E.C.,"  and  "CP  BRAND 
PARATHION  4  LB.  E.C."  U.S.  v.  82  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of 
"CP  BRAND  THIODAN  ZINEB  SULFUR  3-6-50  DUST,"  140  fifty-pound 
bags,  more  or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN  ZINEB  2-6  DUST,"  50 
fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN  ZINEB  SUL- 
FUR 2-6-50  DUST,"  130  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND 
KELTHANE  3  DUST,"  150  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND 
THIODAN  SULFUR  3-50  DUST,"  12  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less, 
10  five-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  and  2  thirty-pound  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN  2EC,"  6  five-gallon  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "MEWCO  BRAND  THIODAN  2EC,"  16  one-gallon  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  and  12  five-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "CP 
BRAND  MALATHION  8  LB.  E.C,"  15  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less, 
19  five-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  and  2  thirty-gallon  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND  TOXAPHENE  8  LB.  E.C,"  and  19  five-gallon 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND  PARATHION  4  LB.  E.C."  Con- 
sent decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  (I.F.  &  R.  No. 
588.    I.D.  Nos.  45001,  45002,  45003,  45004,  45005,  45006,  45007,  45008,  45009.) 

The  products  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN  ZINEB  SULFUR  3-6-50  DUST,"  "CP 
BRAND  THIODAN  ZINEB  2-6  DUST,"  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN  ZINEB  SUL- 
FUR 2-0-50  DUST,"  "CP  BRAND  KELTHANE  3  DUST,"  "CP  BRAND  THIO- 
DAN SULFUR  3-50  DUST,"  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN  2EC,"  "MEWCO  BRAND 
THIODAN  2EC,"  "CP  BRAND  MALATHION  8  LB.  E.C,"  "CP  BRAND  TOX- 
APHENE S  LB.  E.C,"  and  "CP  BRAND  PARATHION  4  LB.  E.C,"  were  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  January  20,  1964,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Washington,  Northern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
764-742—65 2 


406  INSECTICIDE,    FUNGICIDE,    AND    RODENTICIDE    ACT      [N.J.,  I.F.R. 

culture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for 
condemnation  and  confiscation  of  82  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "CP 
BRAND  THIODAN  ZINEB  SULFUR  3-6-50  DUST,"  140  fifty-pound  bags,  more 
or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN  ZINEB  2-6  DUST,"  50  fiftv-pound  bass,  more 
or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN  ZINEB  SULFUR  2-6-50  DUST."  130  fifty- 
pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND  KELTHANE  3  DUST,"  150  fiftv-pound 
bags,  more  or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN  SULFUR  3-50  DUST,"  12  one- 
gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  10  five-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  and  2 
thirty-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND  THIODAN  2EC."  (>  five- 
gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "MEWCO  BRAND  THIODAN  2EC."  16  one- 
gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  and  12  five-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of 
"CP  BRAND  MALATHION  8  LB.  E.C.."  15  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less. 
19  five-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  and  2  thirty-gallon  containers,  more  or 
less,  of  "CP  BRAND  TOXAPHENE  8  LB.  E.C.,"  and  10  five-gallon  containers. 
more  or  less,  of  "CP  BRAND  PARATHION  4  LB.  E.C.."  at  Moses  Lake,  Wash.. 
and  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate,  on  or  about  July  19.  1963,  by  Melville  E.  Willson  Co..  from 
Madera,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that,  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Central  Fertilizers,  Inc.,  Moses  Lake,  Wash.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  products, 
requested  their  release  under  bond  for  the  puri>ose  of  removing  the  products 
from  under  the  act.  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On 
March  13,  1964,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that 
the  products  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
them  from  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act. 

502.  Lack  of  registration  and   required   information  on  label   of  "DECCOSOL 

"P"  CONCENTRATE."  U.S.  v.  49  fifty-five  gallon  drums,  more  or  less, 
of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "DECCOSOL  "P"  CONCENTRATE."  Con- 
sent decree  of  condemnation  and  release  of  product  under  bond  for  pur- 
pose of  relabeling.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  590.    I.D.  No.  45015.) 

The  "DECCOSOL  "P"  CONCENTRATE"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  and  an  examination  of  the  product 
showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a 
statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents. 

On  March  27,  1964,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Washington,  Southern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  con- 
demnation and  confiscation  of  49  fifty-five  gallon  drums,  more  or  less,  of  a 
product  labeled  in  part  "DECCOSOL  "P"  CONCENTRATE."  at  Yakima.  Wash., 
and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate,  on  or  about  Octol>er  1.  7,  and  12.  1!M>3.  by  Wallace  &  Tiernan, 
Inc.,  from  Monrovia,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not 
bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

Wallace  &  Tiernan,  Inc.,  Monrovia,  Calif.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product, 
requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance 
with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  March  27. 
1964,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product 
be  released  to  the  claimant  under  such  bond  for  the  purpose  of  relabeling  and 
bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act. 

503.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "NEW  INSTANT  BOWL-A-RAMA 

SPRAY  SHOE  DEODORIZER  AND  SANITIZER."  U.S.  v.  500  sixteen- 
ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "NEW  IN- 
STANT BOWL-A-RAMA  SPRAY  SHOE  DEODORIZER  AND  SANI- 
TIZER." Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction. 
(I.F.  &  R.  No.  595.    I.D.  No.  44939.) 

The  product  "NEW  INSTANT  BOWL-A-RAMA  SPRAY  SHOE  DEODORIZER 
AND  SANITIZER"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide.  Fungicide, 
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and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels 
borne  by  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the 
act  and  when  used  as  directed,  the  product  would  not  act  as  an  antiseptic  spray 
for  shoes. 

On  February  3,  1964,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  500 
sixteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "NEW 
INSTANT  BOWL-A-RAMA  SPRAY  SHOE  DEODORIZER  AND  SANITIZER" 
at  Rockville,  Md.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  October  18,  1903,  by  the  Funk- 
houser  Chemical  Co.,  from  Ranson,  W,  Va.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percen- 
tage of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient 
statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of 
each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

'NEW 

INSTANT 

BOWL-A-RAMA 

SPRAY 

SHOE  DEODORIZER 

AND 

SANITIZER 

•  Antiseptic 

•  Fungistatic 

*  *     * 

BOWL-A-RAMA 
U  S  F  S 

•  U  S  ED  FOR  BOWLING 
SHOES,  ROLLER  SKATES, 
GOLF  SHOES,  STREET 
SHOES  AND  OTHER 
T  Y  P  E  S  OF  ATHLETIC 
AND  GYMNASTIC  FOOT- 
WEAR. 

•  HELPS  PREVENT  ATH- 
LETE'S FOOT 

*  *  * 

DIRECTIONS 
SHAKE  BEFORE  USING 

Remove  protective  cover  and  hold  can  upright 
pushing  down  button  with  index  finger 
holding  can  about  8"  from  shoe  to  be 
sprayed.  For  most  satisfactory  results  use 
short  spray  bursts.  One  or  two  short  sprays 
into  each  shoe  makes  them  immediately 
ready  for  the  next  use. 

*  *     *>> 

and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented 
that,  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  act  as  an  antiseptic  spray  for 
shoes ;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would 
not  act  as  an  antiseptic  spray  for  shoes. 

On  March  23,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 
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504.  Misbranding  of  "COLGATE  SPOT  DISINFECTANT  SPRAY."  U.S.  v.  140 
one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "COL- 
GATE SPOT  DISINFECTANT  SPRAY."  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture  and  destruction.    (I.F.  &  R.  No.  606.    I.D.  No.  45369.) 

The  product  "COLGATE  SPOT  DISINFECTANT  SPRAY"  was  misbranded 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
iu  that  the  labeling  for  the  product  bore  false  and  misleading  statements. 

On  May  12,  1964,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  140  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part,  "COLGATE  SPOT  DISINFECTANT  SPRAY"  at  Brooklyn,  X.Y.,  and 
alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported 
interstate  on  or  about  March  13,  1964,  by  Colgate-Palmolive  Company,  from 
Jersey  City,  N.J.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

"COLGATE 

SPOT 
DISINFECTANT 
SPRAY 

For  Hospitals,  Institutions, 
Manufacturing  Plants, 
Public  Places 

Contains 

permachem 

LONG  LASTING 

PREVENTS  MILDEW 
KILLS  ON  CONTACT 
.MOST  BACTERIA  AND  FUNGI 

*  *     * 

antiseptic  effectiveness 

*  *     * 

USES 

Fully  hospital  tested  for  use  as  a  surface  spray  that  kills  and  inhibits 
growth  of  bacteria,  molds  and  fungi  on  the  following : 

Soiled  Linen  and  Hampers  Mattresses 

Spillage  on  Floors  Patients'  Clothing 
Waste,  Garbage  and  brought  from  home 

Dressing  Receptacles  Furniture  Upholstery 

On  Fabrics  not  previously  Drawers  and  Shelves 

treated  with  Permachem  Toilets 

P»ed  Pans  and  Urinals  Shoes  and  Slippers 

Storage  Containers  and  Linen  Carts 

Closets  Bed  Springs 

Mechanical  and  Electrical   Equipment  not  susceptible  to  ordinary  dis- 
infection 

Most    other    items    of    equipment    liable    to    contaminate    the    patient 
environment 
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DIRECTIONS 

Hard    Surfaces.     Hold    can    about    15    inches   from    surface.     Depress 
valve  firmly  and  spray  until  object  is  thoroughly  moist. 

Fabrics.     Spray  surfaces  thoroughly,  especially  concealed  areas,  seams, 
welting,  tufts  and  folds.     Spray  both  sides  if  possible. 

*  *     * 
Kills  most  bacteria 
that  cause  offensive 

sick  room  odors 

*  *     * 

Kills  most  bacteria  in  waste 
receptacles.     Reduces  odors. 

#  *     *>> 

and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented  that 
the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  disinfect  the  articles,  places,  and 
surfaces  specified  in  such  statement,  (2)  would  kill  bacteria  or  fungi  on  contact, 
and  (3)  would  provide  long-lasting  effectiveness  after  application;  whereas,  in 
truth  and  in  fact,  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  not  disinfect 
the  articles,  places,  or  surfaces  specified  in  such  statement,  (2)  would  not  kill 
bacteria  or  fungi  on  contact,  and  (3)  would  not  provide  long-lasting  effectiveness 
after  application. 

On  June  24,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

505.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "FARMRITE  PRODUCTS  4%  MALA- 
THION  DUST."  U.S.  v.  280  fiftv-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product 
labeled  in  part,  "FARMRITE  PRODUCTS  4%  MALATHION  DUST." 
Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond  for  purpose  of 
reformulating.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  572.    I.D.  No.  43896.) 

The  product  "FARMRITE  PRODUCTS  4%  MALATHION  DUST"  was 
misbranded  in  that  its  labeling  bore  statements  which  were  false  or  misleading. 
An  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  two  samples  contained  2.78%  and 
2.60%  of  malathion  instead  of  4%  of  malathion,  as  claimed.  Due  to  the 
deficiencies,  the  product  would  be  ineffective  for  the  control  of  the  insects  named 
and  the  diseases  implied  on  the  label. 

On  October  24,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Delaware, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  280 
fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "FARMRITE 
PRODUCTS  4%  MALATHION  DUST,"  at  Bridgeville,  Del.,  and  alleging  that 
the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on 
or  about  May  8,  1963,  by  Central  Chemical  Corporation,  from  Hagerstown,  Md., 
in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

"FARMRITE  PRODUCTS 
4%  MALATHION  DUST 

*  *     * 
ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS  : 

Malathion* 4.0% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS 96.  0% 


100.  0% 
*0,0-diinethyl  dithiophosphate  of  diethyl  mercaptosuccinate. 

DIRECTIONS:  4%  MALATHION  DUST  may  be  applied  to  dry 
foliage  whenever  dusting  conditions  are  favorable.  Begin  applications 
soon  after  plants  are  above  the  ground  or  when  disease  conditions 
threaten  or  insects  first  appear.  . .   . .  ,    . 
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Apply  7-10  day  intervals  or  oftener  if  disease  conditions  become  severe. 
Use  30-40  pounds  per  acre,  depending  upon  the  crop,  size  of  plants  and 
severity  of  disease  conditions. 

USE  4%  MALATHION  DUST  OX:  Tomatoes  and  potatoes  for  control 
of  Spider  Mites,  Aphids  and  Leaf  Miner.  On  Tomatoes  do  not  use  later 
than  3  days  before  harvest.  Beans  for  control  of  Mexican  Bean  Beetle, 
Mites,  Leaf  Miner,  Tlnips.  Tarnished  Plant  Bug  and  Leaf  Hopper.  Do 
not  use  later  than  3  days  before  harvest.  Peas  for  control  of  Pea  Aphid. 
Do  not  use  later  than  3  days  before  harvest.  Cabbage,  Broccolli,  Kale, 
Mustard,  Turnip  for  control  of  Aphids,  Spider  Mites,  Leaf  Miner,  Cab- 
bage Worms.  Do  not  use  later  than  7  days  before  harvest.  Cucumber, 
Squash,  Melon  for  control  of  Aphids,  Mites.  Leaf  Miner,  and  Squash 
Bug.     Do  not  use  later  than  1  day  before  harvest. 

*     *     *•• 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  4.0%  malathion  and  00.0%  inert  ingredients  and  that 
when  used  as  directed,  it  would  be  effective  for  the  control  of  the  insects  named 
and  diseases  implied  in  said  labeling ;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product 
contained  less  than  4.0%  malathion  and  more  than  00.0%  inert  ingredients  and 
the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  control  the  insects  named  and 
diseases  implied  in  said  labeling. 

It  Avns  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or 
quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling. 

Central  Chemical  Corporation,  Hagerstown,  Md..  claimed  ownership  of  the 
product,  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  re  formula  ting  it  and 
bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act.  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condem- 
nation decree.  On  February  7,  1064,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and 
it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant. 

506.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "PAX  PUNCH  INSECTICIDE."  U.S.  v.  93 
three  and  one-half  pound  containers,  more  or  less,  and  68  seven-pound 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "PAX  PUNCH 
INSECTICIDE."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  it  was 
ordered  that  the  product  be  distributed  to  a  charitable  institution. 
(I.F.  &  R.  No.  580.    I.D.  No.  42372.) 

The  product  "PAX  PUNCH  INSECTICIDE"  was  misbranded  in  that  its  la- 
beling bore  statements  which  were  false  or  misleading.  An  examination  of  the 
product  showed  that  three  samples  of  the  product  contained  3.05%,  3.72%  and 
2.85%  of  aldrin  instead  of  4.02%,  as  claimed  on  the  label. 

On  or  about.  October  17.  1063,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of 
Oregon,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  03  three  and  one-half  pound  containers,  more  or  less,  and  68  seven-i>ound 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  pari,  "PAX  PUNCH  INSECTI- 
CIDE" at  Medford,  Oregon,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about.  May  31,  1001.  by  PAX 
Company,  from  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS  : 

*Aldrin    4  92% 

Inert  Ingredients !).-,.  os^> 

Total   100.00% 

*     *     *  •  • 
and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  in. plied  or  represented  that 
the  product  contained  4.02%   aldrin  and  0.1.08%  inert  ingredients:  whereas,  in 
truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  less  than  4.92%  aldrin  and  more  than 
0.).087p  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the: Meaning 
ot  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or 
quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling. 
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On  March  13,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal 
distribute  the  product  to  a  charitable  institution. 

507.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  of  "L  M  POWDER." 

U.S.  v..  367  five-pound  bag,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part 
"L  M  POWDER."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and 
destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  509.    I.D.  No.  4206S.) 

The  product  "L  M  POWDER"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insec- 
ticide. Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  showed  that  the 
latole  affixed  to  the  product  did  not  hear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure 
of  the  contents. 

On  January  7,  15163,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Illinois,  Southern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
tiled  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  367  five-pound  bags,  more  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part 
'•L  M  POWDER"  at  Godfrey,  111.,  and  alleging  that  the  produce  was  an  eco- 
nomic poision  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  June  28,  1962, 
by  G.S.  Robins  and  Company,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  did  not  comply  with  the  act  in  that 
the  lables  on  its  immediate  containers  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight 
or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

On  September  3,  1964.  a  default  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it 
was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal  destroy  the  product. 

508.  Lack  of  registration  of  "CHIPMAN  MIX."    U.S.  v.  40  fifty-pound  bags, 

more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "CHIPMAN  MIX."  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation  and  release  of  product  to  claimant  for  purpose 
of  destruction.    (I.F.  &  R.  No.  542.    I.D.  No.  42297.) 

The  product  ''CHIPMAN  MIX"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecti- 
cide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  June  19,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington,  Southern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for 
condemnation  and  confiscation  of  40  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product 
labeled  in  part  '-CHIPMAN  MIX"  at  Tacoma,  Wash.,  and  alleging  that,  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on 
or  about  June  29,  1962,  by  Chipman  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  from  Portland, 
Oregon,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Chipman  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  Portland  Oregon,  claimed  ownership  of 
the  product  and  on  September  17,  1963,  a  consent  decree  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  released  to  the  claimant  for  destruction. 

509.  Misbranding  of  "SANI-FLUFF."     U.S.  v.  2  two-hundred  pound  containers, 

more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "SANI-FLUFF."  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  540. 
I.D.  No.  42283.) 

An  examination  of  the  product  "SANI-FLUFF,"  showed  that  its  labeling  bore 
statements  which  were  false  or  misleading. 

On  June  21,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon,  acting 
upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District 
Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  2  two-hundred 
pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "SANI-FLUFF,"  at 
Portland,  Oregon,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  February  22  and  March  1,  1963,  by 
Johnson  Chemical  Industries,  Inc.,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  label  stated  in  part : 
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"It's  Hit'  Fluffiesl  : 

SANI-FEL'FF 
CONTAINS 
NOX-GERM 

A  FABRIC  (CONDITIONING  DIRECTIONS  FOR  USE: 

AGEN  1  1      fTep  dfv  tn  Hip  wheel 

SSBiSSfc^PPI'y  DIRE0T  2.'  For  loads  ui,  to  100  lb  ruse  3  oz. 

V<T\4«5  A  ffivv  SOFT  FT  V  l"'1"  10°  lb"  tlr-V  Weight  (-lotheS" 

GIVES  A  I  IN  E  SOI  T  I  EN-  g    Fm.  loftdg  of  more  than  1Q0  lb  . 

CONTAINS  A  POTENT  BAC-  "J*  ~  *"  10°  *  **  W-** 


TERIOSTATIC  &  FUNGI- 
STATIC AGENT 


clothes 

Can  be  used  in  Starch  hath  or 
sour  hath. 

Can  be  used  in  automatic  equip- 
ment. 


and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  impart  bacteriostatic  or  fungi- 
static properties  to  clothes;  whereas,  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would 
not  impart  bacteriostatic  or  fungistatic  properties  to  clothes. 

Johnson  Chemical  Industries,  Inc.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  claimed  ownership  of  the 
prodiict  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  purpose  °f  bringing  it  into 
compliance  with  the  act  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree. 
On  August  23,  1963,  a  consent  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  prod- 
uct was  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  removing  the 
product  from  under  the  act. 

.r>10.  Lack  of  required  information  on  label,  misbranding  and  adulteration  of 
"MORGRO  ROTENONE  GARDEN  DUST."  U.S.  v.  236  one-pound  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "MORGRO  ROTE- 
NONE GARDEN  DUST."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture 
and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  563.    I.D.  No.  43737.) 

An  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers 
of  the  product  did  not  contain  adequate  directions  for  use,  or  a  warning  or  cau- 
tion statement.  The  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  also  bore  statements  which 
were  false  or  misleading  since  the  product  contained  additional  active  ingre- 
dients, namely  gamma  isomer  of  benzene  hexachloride  and  dichloro  diphenyl 
trichloroethane,  which  were  named  in  the  ingredient  statement. 

On  September  18,  1063,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
236  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "MORGRO 
ROTENONE  GARDEN  DUST,"  at  Denver  Colo.,  and  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  ]>oison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  March 
6.  1963,  by  Wasatch  Chemical  Company  from  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  in  violation 
of  the  act. 

It  \v;is  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statement  : 

"INGREDIENTS:    Rotenone 1.0', 

Other  active  extractives 2.0% 

Inert    97.  0% 

and  such  Statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented  that 
the  only  active  ingredients  in  the  product  were  those  set  forth  in  such  statement : 
Whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  additional  active  ingre- 
dients, namely  gamma  isomer  of  benzene  hexachloride  and  dichloro  diphenyl 
trichloroethane. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  other  substances,  namely  gamma  isomer  of  benzene  hexa- 
chloride and  dichloro  diphenyl  trichloroethane  had  been  substituted  in  part  for 
the  article. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  Labels  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which 
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may  be  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living 
man  or  other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are 
necessary  and  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

On  November  6,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

511.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "CLAYTON'S  HOSPITAL  DIS- 
FECTANT  DEODORANT."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture 
or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "CLAYTON'S  HOSPITAL  DISIN- 
FECTANT DEODORANT.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture 
and     destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  550.    I.D.  No.  43865.) 

The  product  "CLAYTON'S  HOSPITAL  DISINFECTANT  DEODORANT"  was 
not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 
An  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  its  labeling  bore  statements  which 
were  false  or  misleading. 

On  August  27,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in 
the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  115  twenty-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled 
in  part  "CLAYTON'S  HOSPITAL  DISINFECTANT  DEODORANT"  at  Fayette- 
ville,  North  Carolina,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  by  Hysan  Products  Company  from  Chi- 
cago, 111.,  on  or  about  April  26.  1963,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 
(Front  Panel) 

"TUBERCULOCIDAL— STAPHYLOCIDAL 
FUNGICIDAL— BACTERICIDAL 

CLAYTON'S 

POWERFUL 
QUICK-ACTING 

Hospital 

DISINFECTANT 

DEODORANT 

*     *     * 

(Left  Panel) 

This  product  will  control  the  following  orga- 
nisms :  Tubercle  Bacilli,  Salmonella  typhosa, 
Shigella  paradysentariae,  Salmonella  schott- 
muelleri,  Escherichia  Coli,  Staphylococcus 
aureus.  Streptococcus  pyogenes,  Mycobac- 
terium smegmatis,  Trichophyton  interdigi- 
tale,  Penicillium  glaucum. 

This  powerful  Hospital  Disinfectant  and 
Deodorant  acts  on  germ  laden  surfaces  such 
as  Metal  Beds  and  Springs,  Wheel  Chairs, 
Linen  Carts,  Hampers,  Refuse  Cans,  Dressing 
Carts,  Clean-up  Carts,  Mattresses,  Drap- 
eries, Furniture,  Air  Ducts,  Toilet  Seats, 
Telephones.  Wash  Basins,  Urinals,  Light 
Switches.  Office  Machinery,  Laundry  Chutes, 
Door  Knobs,  and  other  equipment,  after  the 
surface  has  been  properly  cleaned.  Will  re- 
duce the  hazards  of  cross  infection  by  bac- 
teria and  viruses. 
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(Right  Panel) 

For  Disinfecting — 

Hold  dispenser  upright  about  6"  to  8" 
from  surface  to  be  disinfected  and  spray 
3  seconds  until  surface  is  wet. 


and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  disinfect  the  places,  articles. 
and  surfaces  listed  in  said  labeling  and  would  control  the  disease  organisms 
specified  in  said  labeling ;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product,  when  used 
as  directed,  would  not  disinfect  the  places,  articles,  and  surfaces  listed  in  said 
labeling  and  would  not  control  the  disease  organisms  specified  in  said  labeling. 
On  June  27,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

512.  Misbranding  of  "STERIL-RAY."  U.S.  v.  five  articles,  more  or  less,  labeled 
in  part,  "STERIL-RAY."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  575.    I.D.  No.  42177.) 

The  article  "STERIL-RAY"  was  recommended  to  sterilize  barber  and  beauty 
shop  tools.  However,  when  tested,  the  article  was  found  to  be  ineffective  for 
these  purposes. 

On  October  25,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  Eastern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemna- 
tion and  confiscation  of  five  articles,  more  or  less,  labeled  in  part  "STERIL- 
RAY,"  at  Chicago,  111.,  and  alleging  that  the  article  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  August  22  and  October  29, 
1962,  by  William  Marvy  Company,  from  St.  Paul.  Minn.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  articles  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

(Device  "STERIL-RAY 

Label)  William 

MARYY 
COMPANY 
CAUTION 
BECAUSE    THE    LAMP    IN    THIS    STERILIZER    PRODUCES    IN- 
YISIBLE  RAYS  WHICH  ARE  INJURIOUS,  AVOID  ANY  EXPOSURE 
OF   THE   FACE   AND    EYES    TO   THIS   POWERFUL   SOURCE   OF 
ULTRA  VIOLET. 

DISCONNECT  ELECTRICITY  BEFORE  INSTALLING  OR  REPAIR- 
ING TUBE. 

Mfg.  by :  William  Marvy  Co. 
St.  Paul  5.  Minn. 
MODEL  NO.  10         SERIAL  No.  713 

TO  OPERATE— 

Push  Switch — hold  momentarily — then  release. 
TO  TURN  OFF— Push  Switch  Button 
DO  NOT  LOOK  AT  LAMP  TUBE 

When  servicing  this  unit  make  certain  that  some  eyeglasses 
are  worn  for  eye  protection.  Smoked  or  sunglasses  are  not  nec- 
essarily required.  They  are  usable,  however.  Common  glasses 
are  also  satisfactory." 
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(Leaflet) 

"NEW ! 
KILLS  BACTERIA  IN  SECONDS ! 

Now  .  .  .  kill  bacteria  on  combs,  brushes,  scis- 
sors, etc.,  in  just  seconds  !  The  GE  Germicidal 
Lamp  with  rays  concentrated  through  our 
unique  reflector  design  kills  more  bacteria  in 
seconds  than  any  other  known  method ! 

*  *     * 

LET  CUSTOMERS  KNOW 
YOU  ARE  PROTECTING  THEIR  HEALTH 
AND   INSURING   THE    CLEANLINESS   OF 
THE  INSTRUMENTS  YOU  USE. 

Display  Your  Marvy 
Steril-Ray  in  a 
prominent  place 
MARVY 

GE  GERMICIDAL  LAMP 
STERIL-RAY 

Deluxe  Model  10-C  $36.95 

Deluxe  Polished  Chrome 
Finish-Steel  Cabinet 

*  *     * 

THE  CLEAN  FAST  WAY  TO  INSURE 
CUSTOMER  HEALTH  AND  SATISFACTION" 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  articles,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  act  as  sterilizers,  (2)  would 
kill  all  bacteria  on  combs,  brushes,  scissors,  and  all  other  articles  implied  by 
the  term  "etc.,"  (3)  would  kill  more  bacteria  in  seconds  than  any  other  known 
method,  and  (4)  would  protect  or  insure  people's  health;  whereas,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  the  articles,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  not  act  as  sterilizers, 
(2)  would  not  kill  all  bacteria  on  combs,  brushes,  scissors,  and  all  other  articles 
implied  by  the  term  "etc.,"  (3)  would  not  kill  more  bacteria  in  seconds  than  any 
other  known  method,  and  (4)  would  not  protect  or  insure  people's  health. 

On  April  1,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  articles. 

513.  Lack  of  registration  and  lack  of  required  information  on  labels  of  "SURE- 
KILL  FOR  RATS  AND  MICE."  U.S.  v.  20  one-quart  containers,  more 
or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "SURE-KILL  FOR  RATS  AND 
MICE."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction. 
(I.F.  &  R.  No.  594.    I.D.  No.  45129.) 

The  product  "SURE-KILL  FOR  RATS  AND  MICE"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of 
the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did 
not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  content. 

On  February  3,  1964,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Iowa,  Western  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemna- 
tion and  confiscation  of  20  one-quart  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product 
labeled  in  part,  "SURE-KILL  FOR  RATS  AND  MICE,"  at  Spencer,  Iowa,  and 
alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported 
interstate  on  or  about  August  24,  1963,  by  Great  Northwest  Rodent  Pest  Control 
and  Associates,  from  Freemont,  Nebr.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on  its  outside  containers  or  wrappers  did  not  bear 
a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

On  March  30,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 
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514.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "IMPERIAL  BRIQUETS  *  *  * 

GERMICIDAL  ACTION  *  *  *  SANITIZES  *  *  *  FOR  MACHINE  DISH- 
WASHING," and  "IMPERIAL  TABLES  *  *  *  GERMICIDAL  AC- 
TION *  *  *  SANITIZES  *  *  *  FOR  MACHINE  DISHWASHING."  U.S. 
v.  10  seventy-two  pound  containers,  more  or  less,  16  sixty-pound  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  and  5  forty-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a 
product  labeled  in  part,  "IMPERIAL  BRIQUETS  *  *  *  GERMICIDAL 
ACTION  *  *  *  SANITIZES  *  *  *  FOR  MACHINE  DISHWASHING." 
and  3  forty-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part 
"IMPERIAL  TABLETS  *  *  *  GERMICIDAL  ACTION  *  *  *  SANI- 
TIZES *  *  *  FOR  MACHINE  DISHWASHING."  Default  decree  of  con- 
demnation, forfeiture  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  597.  I.D.  Nos. 
45435  and  45436.) 

The  products  "IMPERIAL  BRIQUETS  *  *  *  GERMICIDAL  ACTION  *  *  * 
SANITIZES  *  *  *  FOR  MACHINE  DISHWASHING,"  and  "IMPERIAL  TAB- 
LETS *  *  *  GERMICIDAL  ACTION  *  *  *  SANITIZES  *  *  *  FOR  MA- 
CHINE DISHWASHING."  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  products  showed  that 
the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  products  did  not  bear  ingredient  state- 
ments or  directions  for  use. 

On  March  13.  1964,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecticut, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  10 
seventy-two  pound  containers,  more  or  less,  16  sixty-pound  containers,  more  or 
less,  and  5  forty-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part, 
"IMPERIAL  BRIQUETS  *  *  *  GERMICIDAL  ACTION  *  *  *  SANITIZES 
*  *  *  FOR  MACHINE  DISHWASHING,"  and  3  forty-pound  containers,  more 
or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "IMPERIAL  TABLETS  *  *  *  GERM- 
ICIDAL ACTION  *  *  *  SANITIZES  *  *  *  FOR  MACHINE  DISHWASH- 
ING," at  Hartford,  Conn.,  and  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  January  17,  1964,  by  Cavalier 
Chemical  Co..  Inc.,  from  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  their  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  products,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient 
statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of 
each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  products. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  their  labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are 
necessary  and  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

On  July  30,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was 
entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy  the  products. 

515.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "AYR-GLO  DEODORIZER  AIR 

SANITIZER  GERMICIDE,"  U.S.  v.  620  fourteen-ounce  containers,  more 
or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "AYR-GLO  DEODORIZER  AIR 
SANITIZER  GERMICIDE."  Default  decree  ordering  release  of  product 
to  charitable  institution.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  603.    I.D.  No.  45813.) 

The   product   "AYR-GLO   DEODORIZER   AIR   SANITIZER   GERMICIDE." 

was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act.  An  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  its  labeling  bore  statements 
which  were  false  or  misleading. 

On  April  20.  1964.  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Indiana,  Indianapolis  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for 
condemnation  and  confiscation  of  620  fourteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less, 
of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "AYR-GLO  DEODORIZER  AIR  SANITIZER 
GERMICIDE,"  at  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  wras  an  eco- 
nomic poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  December  12, 
1!><;:;.  by  James  Varley  &  Sons,  Inc.,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"Improved ! 

Now  Contains  100% 

More 

Active  Ingredients  Than  Before ! 

THE  GLYCOLIZED  MULTI-PURPOSE  DEODORIZER-GERMICIDE- 

SANITIZER  FOR  HOSPITALS,  HOTELS,  INSTITUTIONS, 

SCHOOLS,  OFFICES,  MOTELS,  HOMES 

Ayer-Glo 

DEODORIZER 
AIR  SANITIZER 
GERMICIDE 

*  *     * 

DIRECTIONS  FOR  USE  IN  THE  HOME 

BATHROOMS : 

After  routine  cleaning  of  fixtures  spray  this  DEODORIZER  AIR-SANI- 

TIZER  on  toilet  bowl,  seat,  lavatory,  tub,  or  shower  stall  thoroughly  to 

disinfect. 

*  *     * 

DIRECTIONS  FOR  USE 

Always  hold  dispenser  upright.  Point  opening  away  from  face  when  press- 
ing button.  It  will  keep  sickrooms,  meeting  rooms,  etc.,  with  a  refreshingly 
clean  and  Sanitized  odor  that  lingers  for  many  hours. 

This  product  contains  the  ingredients  TRIETHYLENE  GLYCOL  and 
PROPYLENE  GLYCOL  which  temporarily  reduces  the  danger  of  infection 
from  air-borne  micro-organisms.  If  sprayed  it  will  reduce  the  hazard  of 
infection  by  aix--borne  bacteria  and  viruses  and  make  the  air  more  pleasant. 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  (1)  would  disinfect  toilet  bowls,  toilet 
seats,  lavatories,  bath  tubs,  and  shower  stalls,  (2)  would  act  as  a  germicide  in 
hospitals,  hotels,  institutions,  schools,  offices,  motels  and  homes,  and  (3)  would 
reduce  the  hazard  of  infection  from  air-borne  bacteria  and  viruses ;  whereas, 
the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  not  disinfect  toilet  bowls,  toilet 
seats,  lavatories,  bath  tubs,  or  shower  stalls,  (2)  would  not  act  as  a  germicide  in 
hospitals,  hotels,  institutions,  schools,  offices,  motels  or  homes,  and  ( 3 )  would  not 
reduce  the  hazard  of  infection  from  air-borne  bacteria  or  viruses. 

On  June  24,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  was  entered 
ordering  that  the  product  be  released  to  a  charitable  institution. 
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N.J.  No. 
Algae-Rid 

Pacific  Chemical  Co 492 

Ava-Kil  With  Irritant  No.  7109 

ArChem  Corporation 487 

Ayr-Glo  Deodorizer  Air  Sanitizer 
Germicide 

James  Varley  &  Sons,  Inc 515 

Ban-O-Bug  Dry  Lindane  Vaporiz- 
ing Units 

Double  M  &  J,  Inc 496 

Ban-O-Bug  Dry  Lindane  Vaporiz- 
ing Units 
Double  M  &  J,  Inc 499 


N.J.  No. 
Ban-O-Bug  Lindane  Pellets 

Double  M  &  J,  Inc 499 

Bur-Co  Bird  Repellent 

Burr  Chemical  Company 494 

Bur-Co  Bird  Repellent 
Burr  Chemical  Companv 495 

CMPP-2  (4-Chloro-2-Methyl    Phe- 
noxy)  Propionic  Acid 
May     &     Baker     (Canada) 
Limited,   Montreal,    Quebec, 
Canada 491 

CP  Brand  Kelthane  3  Dust 

Melville  E.  Willson  Co 501 
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N.J.  No. 
CP  Brand  Malathion  8  Lb.  E.C. 

Melville  E.  Willson  Co 501 

CP  Brand  Parathion  4  Lb.  E.C. 

Melville  E.  Willson  Co 501 

CP  Brand  Thiodan   Sulfur  3-50 
Dust 

Melville  E.  Willson  Co 501 

CP  Brand  Thiodan  2  E.C. 

Melville  E.  Willson  Co 501 

CP  Brand  Thiodan  Zineb  Sulfur 

3-6-50  Dust 

Melville  E.  Willson  Co 501 

CP    Brand    Thiodan    Zineb   2-6 
Dust 

Melville  E.  Willson  Co 501 

CP  Brand  Thiodan  Zineb  Sulfur 
2-0-50 

Melville  E.  Willson  Co 501 

CP  Brand  Toxaphene  8  Lb.  E.C. 

Melville  E.  Willson  Co 501 

Calmal  7.5 

American  Calmal  Corporation.      490 
Chaperone  Indoor  Repellent 

Sudbury  Laboratory 486 

Chaperone  Outdoor  Repellent 

Sudbury  Laboratory 486 

Chaperone  Repel-O-Rope 

Sudbury  Laboratory 486 

Chemical    Refill    for    De-Fly-Er 
Automatic  Vaporizer 

De-Bug-Er,  Inc 498 

Chipman  Mix 

Chipman   Chemical   Company, 

Inc 508 

Clayton's   Hospital   Disinfectant 
Deodorant 

Hysan  Products  Company 511 

Colgate  Spot  Disinfectant  Spray 

Colgate-Palmolive  Company 504 

Cyclo  Formula  HM  Paste  Wax 

Coastal  Chemical  Co 493 

Deccosol  "P"  Concentrate 

Wallace  &  Tiernan,  Inc 502 


X.J.  No. 
De-Fly-Er  Insecticide  Vaporizer 
De-Bug-Er,  Inc 498 

Farmrite  Products  4%  Malathion 
Dust 
Central  Chemical  Corporation.  505 
Imperial  Briquets  *  *  *  Germi- 
cidal Action  *  *  *  Sanitizes 
*  *  *  For  Machine  Dish- 
washing 

Cavalier  Chemical  Co.,  Inc 514 

Imperial  Tablets  *  *  *  Germi- 
cidal Action  *  *  *  Sani- 
tizes *  *  *  For  Machine 
Dishwashing 

Cavalier  Chemical  Co.,  Inc 514 

L  M  Powder 

G.  S.  Robins  and  Company 507 

Mewco  Brand  Thiodan  2  EC  Mel- 
ville E.  Wilson  Co 501 

Morgro  Rotenone  Garden  Dust 

Wasatch  Chemical  Company 510 

New  Instant  Bowl-A-Rama  Spray 
Shoe   Deodorizer  and   Sani- 
tizer 
The  Funkhouser  Chemical  Co.      503 
Pax  Punch  Insecticide 

Pax  Company 506 

Sani-Fluff 
Johnson   Chemical   Industries, 

Inc 509 

Snake-Stop 

Animal  Repellents,  Inc 4S8 

Snake-Stop 

Animal  Repellents,  Inc 489 

Stauffer  Chemicals  Lindane 
25-W 

Stauffer  Chemical  Company 497 

Steril-Ray 

William  Marvy  Company 512 

Sure-Kill  for  Rats  and  Mice 
Great  Northwest  Rodent  Pest 

Control  and  Associates 513 

Ultra    Low  Foaming    Detergent 
for  Washing  Eggs 
Camp    Chemical    Company, 
Inc 500 
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